Participants were asked to consider 4 primary asteroid mitigation options and tradeoffs:
NASA's Asteroid
Ability to see public's responses to different scenarios, perceptions of cost and value of different options were key goals for NASA.
Background material and access to experts Citizens were given background text and videos describing the technical elements at hand. ECAST, with input from NASA, developed the background material. ECAST provided facilitators at each table that had some understanding of the technical issues and also presented an overview planetarium presentation.
Forward Work
ECAST is developing a report that will be released in the May timeframe. NASA hopes to do additional analysis of the deliberations and to share insights from the data.
Assessing Trust through "Guardians"
• The below list of "guardians" were provided to the citizens to serve as proxies for different actors that can play a role in planetary defense.
• Participants were asked to state which of these actors they would want to play a role in planetary defense under a variety of hypothetical scenarios.
• In general, a preference for international partnerships was shown. Preferential variations emerged with different scenarios.
• Once the threat became greater, a willingness to trust private industry or academia was reduced in favor of government coalitions.
Tracing Attitudes Across Likelihoods
This is an example of an individual's response to different probability 
Participants
ECAST requested nominations for participants, and led the selection process to yield a diverse group of citizens. From the applicants, ECAST selected participants to attain significant diversity in the economic and cultural backgrounds of the attendees. In Phoenix, 286 people applied, 113 being selected, and 96 participating; there were over 30% Hispanic participants, and about 40% of attendees had a college degree. In Boston, 180 people applied, 106 were selected, and 87 participated; over 75% had a college degree. There was roughly equal balance between men and women and there was economic diversity as well. Less than 8% of participants had experience with NASA Socials or were connected to NASA through their work.
ECAST led discussions in nonbiased way
ECAST's museum and academic partners facilitated and led content development. Limited text-based Q&A with NASA experts was allowed, however NASA was not allowed to speak to citizens or influence discussion. Participants were broken into table groups of 6-8 people, and had to provide group answers to questions as well as record individual responses.
Mitigation Option Results
• Timescale of the scenario was an important factor for participants.
• There was awareness of the global effect of any large-scale impact, no matter the location.
• Kinetic impactor preference did not vary significantly and was perceived as a desirable mitigation approach.
• Preference for the use of nuclear weapons was based on the severity of the threat and was reluctantly offered.
Qualitative Analysis

NASA's Findings
• Preference for a space-based detection option was very strong.
• Participatory Technology Assessment, in addition to other citizen engagement techniques, successfully provided perspectives to inform decisionmaking.
Relevance to PD Conference:
• Strong participant support for international cooperation implies that integrative solutions may be the strongest approach.
• Language and discussion approaches used by participants may give insight into how public perceives threats
